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(1) Real Party in Interest 

A statement identifying by name tlie real party in interest is contained in tlie brief. 

(2) Related Appeals and Interferences 

Tlie examiner is not aware of any related appeals, interferences, or judicial 
proceedings which will directly affect or be directly affected by or have a bearing on the 
Board's decision in the pending appeal. 

(3) Status of Claims 

The statement of the status of claims contained in the brief is correct. 

(4) Status of Amendments After Final 

The appellant's statement of the status of amendments after final rejection 
contained in the brief is correct. 

(5) Summary of Claimed Subject Matter 

The summary of claimed subject matter contained in the brief is correct. 

(6) Grounds of Rejection to be Reviewed on Appeal 

The appellant's statement of the grounds of rejection to be reviewed on appeal is 
substantially correct. The changes are as follows: 
WITHDRAWN REJECTIONS 
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The following grounds of rejection are not presented for review on appeal 
because they have been withdrawn by the examiner as unnecessarily cumulative. 

The rejection of claims 1-13 and 15-27 as being unpatentable over Carter et al. 
(US 6,026,474) in view of Mao et al. (US 6,886,178). It should be noted that the 
rejection of claim 28, under the same grounds, has not been withdrawn. 

(7) Claims Appendix 

The copy of the appealed claims contained in the Appendix to the brief is correct. 

(8) Evidence Relied Upon 

Humphrey US 2002/01 291 1 6 Sep. 1 2, 2002 



(9) Grounds of Rejection 

The following ground(s) of rejection are applicable to the appealed claims: 

Claims 21-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 



Carter 



Mao 



US 6,026,474 



US 6,886,178 



(filed Mar. 15, 1999) 
Apr. 26, 2005 
(filed Jul 29, 1998) 
Feb. 15, 2000 



Claims 21-23 are directed to an article of manufacture comprising "a computer 
readable medium having computer readable code means embodied thereon". In view of 
Appellants' specification (Spec. 12), the computer readable medium may be a 
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transmission medium sucli as a fiber-optic networl<, wireless cliannel, or otiier radio- 
frequency cliannel. Computer readable code embodied on a radio frequency channel, 
for example, is non-statutory. Since Appellants have not limited the claim to statutory 
embodiments, it is non-statutory. 

Claims 1-13 and 15-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Carter et al. (U.S. Patent Number 6,026,474; hereinafter Carter) and 
Humphrey (U.S. Patent Application Publication Number 2002/0129116). 

In considering claim 1 , Carter disclosed a method for storing digital content in a 
client-side cache, said method comprising the steps of: 

receiving content broadcast to a client (see Col 27, lines 65-66) wherein said 
client is a machine that serves one or more users on a local area network (see Col 28, 
lines 17-19); 

storing said received content in said client-side cache (see Col 28, lines 7-10) 
based on a user profile (e.g. migration controller manages the storage of content based 
on, inter alia, user data access patterns. Col 14, lines 40-46); 

and making said content in said client-side cache available to other clients (see 
Col 28, line 17-19). 

Carter teaches a client-side caching system where clients share their respective 
caches with each other as discussed above. Carter further teaches remote client 
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caches obtaining content broadcast from a given server (see Col 17, line 65 and Col 28, 
lines 7-8). However, Carter fails to specifically recite client caches obtaining content 
over a wireless broadcast connection. Nonetheless, the feature of obtaining content for 
a cache over a wireless broadcast connection was well known in the art at the time of 
the invention, as evidenced by Humphrey. 

In a similar art, Humphrey discloses a caching system which uses a high speed 
one way satellite link to broadcast data from a master caching center to multiple local 
caching systems (see Humphrey, paragraph 31). The data broadcast to the local 
caching system is sent based on the selections for content from the local caching 
systems (see Humphrey, paragraph 31). Humphrey further discloses that the benefit of 
a "high speed cache update or broadcast channel provides the network with fast relief 
from redundant data transport and will quickly reduce congestion." Thus, given the 
teaching of Humphrey, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in 
the art to design the Carter system with a satellite link broadcast system which provides 
client-side caches with content, in order to design a more efficient system. The system 
is more efficient since it provides fast relief from redundant data transport, which 
reduces congestion. 

In considering claim 2, Carter discloses the method of claim 1 , further comprising 
the step of determining if requested content is in said client-side cache before 
requesting said content from a remote source (see Col 28, lines 21-27). 
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In considering claim 3, Carter discloses the method of claim 1 , further comprising 
the step of requesting said content from an edge server if said requested content is not 
in said client-side cache. This is an inherent step in Carter's design. Carter discloses 
downloading content from a server into a cache (Col 27, line 65). This step only occurs 
when the requested content is not found in the cache. 

In considering claim 4, Carter discloses the method of claim 1 , further comprising 
the step of requesting said content from a provider of said content if said requested 
content is not in said client-side cache. This is an inherent step in Carter's design. 
Carter discloses downloading content from a content provider into a cache (Col 27, line 
65). This step only occurs when the requested content is not found in the cache. 

In considering claim 5, Carter discloses the method of claim 1 , further comprising 
the step of requesting said content from another client cache if said requested content is 
not in said client- side cache (see Col 28, lines 30-34). 

In considering claim 6, Carter discloses the method of claim 5, wherein said step 
of requesting said content from another client cache further comprises the step of 
accessing a directory to determine where said content is cached (see Col 7, lines 14- 
21). 
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In considering claim 7, Carter discloses the method of claim 1 , further comprising 
the step of providing information to a central cache directory regarding content that is 
stored in said client- side cache (see Col 28, lines 22-23). 

In considering claim 8, Carter discloses the method of claim 1, wherein said 
content in said client-side cache is made available to other clients using a point-to-point 
link (see Col 11, line 18). 

In considering claim 9, Carter discloses a method for obtaining content over a 
network, said method comprising the steps of determining if requested content is in a 
local cache; and 

requesting said content from a remote client cache if said requested content is 
not in said local cache, wherein said content in said remote client cache was broadcast 
to a client, wherein said client is a machine that serves one or more users on a local 
area network (see Col 28, lines 27- 34) and wherein said content was stored in said 
remote client cache based on a user profile (e.g. migration controller manages the 
storage of content based on, inter alia, user data access patterns. Col 14, lines 40-46). 

Carter teaches a client-side caching system where clients share their respective 
caches with each other as discussed above. Carter further teaches remote client 
caches obtaining content broadcast from a given server (see Col 17, line 65 and Col 28, 
lines 7-8). However, Carter fails to specifically recite client caches obtaining content 
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over a wireless broadcast connection. Nonetlieless, tlie feature of obtaining content for 
a caclie over a wireless broadcast connection was well known in the art at the time of 
the invention, as evidenced by Humphrey. 

In a similar art, Humphrey discloses a caching system which uses a high speed 
one way satellite link to broadcast data from a master caching center to multiple local 
caching systems (see Humphrey, paragraph 31). The data broadcast to the local 
caching system is sent based on the selections for content from the local caching 
systems (see Humphrey, paragraph 31). Humphrey further discloses that the benefit of 
a "high speed cache update or broadcast channel provides the network with fast relief 
from redundant data transport and will quickly reduce congestion." Thus, given the 
teaching of Humphrey, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in 
the art to design the Carter system with a satellite link broadcast system which provides 
client-side caches with content, in order to design a more efficient system. The system 
is more efficient since it provides fast relief from redundant data transport, which 
reduces congestion. 

In considering claim 10, Carter discloses the method of claim 9, further 
comprising the step of requesting said content from a remote source if said requested 
content is not in said remote client cache. This is an inherent step in Carter's design. 
Carter discloses downloading content from a remote source into a cache (Col 27, line 
65) and making the cached content available to other users in a global client cache (Col 
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28, line 19). Tlie step of downloading content from a remote source only occurs when 
the requested content is not found in the cache. 

In considering claim 1 1 , Carter discloses the method of claim 9, further 
comprising the step of requesting said content from an edge server if said requested 
content is not in said remote client cache. This is an inherent step in Carter's design. 
Carter discloses downloading content from a server into a cache (Col 27, line 65). This 
step only occurs when the requested content is not found in the cache. 

In considering claim 12, Carter discloses the method of claim 9, further 
comprising the step of requesting said content from a provider of said content if said 
requested content is not in said remote client cache. A content provider is considered to 
be a remote source as referenced in claim 10, therefore claim 12 is rejected on the 
same basis as claim 10. 

In considering claim 13, Carter discloses the method of claim 9, wherein said 
step of requesting said content from a remote client cache further comprises the step of 
accessing a directory to determine where said content is cached (see Col 7, lines 14- 
20). 

In considering claim 15, Carter discloses a method for sharing digital content 
among a plurality of users, said method comprising the steps of: 
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storing content broadcast to a client in a client-side cache of at least one client 
(see Col 27, line 65 and Col 28, lines 7-8), wherein said client is a machine that serves 
one or more users on a local area network (see Col 28, lines 17-19) and wherein said 
content was stored in said remote client cache based on a user profile (e.g. migration 
controller manages the storage of content based on, inter alia, user data access 
patterns. Col 14, lines 40-46); 

making said content in said client-side cache available to a plurality of additional 
clients (see Col 2, lines 38-43); 

and maintaining a directory of said content made available to a plurality of 
additional clients (see Col 7, lines 17-20). 

Carter teaches a client-side caching system where clients share their respective 
caches with each other as discussed above. Carter further teaches remote client 
caches obtaining content broadcast from a given server (see Col 17, line 65 and Col 28, 
lines 7-8). However, Carter fails to specifically recite client caches obtaining content 
over a wireless broadcast connection. Nonetheless, the feature of obtaining content for 
a cache over a wireless broadcast connection was well known in the art at the time of 
the invention, as evidenced by Humphrey. 

In a similar art, Humphrey discloses a caching system which uses a high speed 
one way satellite link to broadcast data from a master caching center to multiple local 
caching systems (see Humphrey, paragraph 31). The data broadcast to the local 
caching system is sent based on the selections for content from the local caching 
systems (see Humphrey, paragraph 31). Humphrey further discloses that the benefit of 
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a "high speed cache update or broadcast channel provides the networl< with fast relief 
from redundant data transport and will quickly reduce congestion." Thus, given the 
teaching of Humphrey, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in 
the art to design the Carter system with a satellite link broadcast system which provides 
client-side caches with content, in order to design a more efficient system. The system 
is more efficient since it provides fast relief from redundant data transport, which 
reduces congestion. 

In considering claim 16, Carter discloses the method of claim 15, wherein a user 
determines if requested content is in said directory before requesting said content from 
another remote source (see Col 5, lines 48-58). 

In considering claim 17, the method of claim 15, wherein said content in said 
client-side cache is made available to other clients using a point-to-point link (see Col 
11, line 18). 

In considering claims 18 and 21, Carter discloses a system for storing digital 

content in a client-side cache, said system comprising: 

a memory that stores computer-readable code (see Fig 1 , Component 34c); and 
a processor operatively coupled to said memory, said processor configured to 

implement said computer-readable code, said computer-readable code configured to 

(see Fig 1, Component 30c) 
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receive content broadcast (from a central server) to a client (see Col 27, line 65), 
wherein said client is a machine that serves one or more users on a local area network 
(see Col 28, lines 17-19); 

store said received content in said client-side cache (see Col 28, lines 7-10) 
based on a user profile (e.g. migration controller manages the storage of content based 
on, inter alia, user data access patterns. Col 14, lines 40-46); 

and make said content in said client-side cache available to other clients (see Col 
28, lines 17-19). 

Carter teaches a client-side caching system where clients share their respective 
caches with each other as discussed above. Carter further teaches remote client 
caches obtaining content broadcast from a given server (see Col 17, line 65 and Col 28, 
lines 7-8). However, Carter fails to specifically recite client caches obtaining content 
over a wireless broadcast connection. Nonetheless, the feature of obtaining content for 
a cache over a wireless broadcast connection was well known in the art at the time of 
the invention, as evidenced by Humphrey. 

In a similar art, Humphrey discloses a caching system which uses a high speed 
one way satellite link to broadcast data from a master caching center to multiple local 
caching systems (see Humphrey, paragraph 31). The data broadcast to the local 
caching system is sent based on the selections for content from the local caching 
systems (see Humphrey, paragraph 31). Humphrey further discloses that the benefit of 
a "high speed cache update or broadcast channel provides the network with fast relief 
from redundant data transport and will quickly reduce congestion." Thus, given the 
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teaching of Humplirey, it would liave been obvious to a person liaving ordinary sl<ill in 
tlie art to design tlie Carter system witli a satellite link broadcast system which, provides 
client-side caches with content, in order to design a more efficient system. The system 
is more efficient since it provides fast relief from redundant data transport, which 
reduces congestion. 

In considering claim 19, Carter discloses a system for obtaining content over a 
network, said system comprising: 

a memory that stores computer-readable code (see Fig 1 , Component 34c); and 
a processor operatively coupled to said memory, said processor configured to 
implement said computer-readable code, said computer-readable code configured to 
(see Fig 1, Component 30c) : 

determine if requested content is in a local cache (see Col 28, lines 23-34); and 
request said content from a remote client cache if said requested content is not in 
said local cache, wherein said content in said remote client cache was broadcast to a 
client (see Col 28, lines 23-34), wherein said client is a machine that serves one or 
more users on a local area network (see Col 28, lines 17-19) and wherein said content 
was stored in said remote client cache based on a user profile (e.g. migration controller 
manages the storage of content based on, inter alia, user data access patterns. Col 14, 
lines 40-46). 

Carter teaches a client-side caching system where clients share their respective 
caches with each other as discussed above. Carter further teaches remote client 
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caches obtaining content broadcast from a given server (see Col 17, line 65 and Col 28, 
lines 7-8). However, Carter fails to specifically recite client caches obtaining content 
over a wireless broadcast connection. Nonetheless, the feature of obtaining content for 
a cache over a wireless broadcast connection was well known in the art at the time of 
the invention, as evidenced by Humphrey. 

In a similar art, Humphrey discloses a caching system which uses a high speed 
one way satellite link to broadcast data from a master caching center to multiple local 
caching systems (see Humphrey, paragraph 31). The data broadcast to the local 
caching system is sent based on the selections for content from the local caching 
systems (see Humphrey, paragraph 31). Humphrey further discloses that the benefit of 
a "high speed cache update or broadcast channel provides the network with fast relief 
from redundant data transport and will quickly reduce congestion." Thus, given the 
teaching of Humphrey, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in 
the art to design the Carter system with a satellite link broadcast system which provides 
client-side caches with content, in order to design a more efficient system. The system 
is more efficient since it provides fast relief from redundant data transport, which 
reduces congestion. 

In considering claim 20, Carter discloses a system for sharing digital content 
among a plurality of users, said system comprising: 

a memory that stores computer-readable code (see Fig 1 , Component 34c); and 
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a processor operatively coupled to said mennory, said processor configured to 
implement said computer-readable code, said computer-readable code configured to 
(see Fig 1, Component 30c) 

store content broadcast to a client in a client-side cache of at least one client 
(see Col 28, lines 7-10), wherein said client is a machine that serves one or more users 
on a local area network (see Col 28, lines 17-19); 

make said content in said client-side cache available to a plurality of additional 
clients (see Col 28, lines 17-19); 

and maintain a directory of said content made available to a plurality of additional 
clients (see Col 7, lines 17-20). 

Carter teaches a client-side caching system where clients share their respective 
caches with each other as discussed above. Carter further teaches remote client 
caches obtaining content broadcast from a given server (see Col 17, line 65 and Col 28, 
lines 7-8). However, Carter fails to specifically recite client caches obtaining content 
over a wireless broadcast connection. Nonetheless, the feature of obtaining content for 
a cache over a wireless broadcast connection was well known in the art at the time of 
the invention, as evidenced by Humphrey. 

In a similar art, Humphrey discloses a caching system which uses a high speed 
one way satellite link to broadcast data from a master caching center to multiple local 
caching systems (see Humphrey, paragraph 31). The data broadcast to the local 
caching system is sent based on the selections for content from the local caching 
systems (see Humphrey, paragraph 31). Humphrey further discloses that the benefit of 
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a "high speed cache update or broadcast channel provides the networl< with fast relief 
from redundant data transport and will quickly reduce congestion." Thus, given the 
teaching of Humphrey, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in 
the art to design the Carter system with a satellite link broadcast system which provides 
client-side caches with content, in order to design a more efficient system. The system 
is more efficient since it provides fast relief from redundant data transport, which 
reduces congestion. 

In considering claim 21 , claim 21 contains no further limitations over claim 1 8, 
and is therefore rejected on the same basis as claim 18. 

In considering claim 22, claim 22 contains no further limitations over claim 19, 
and is therefore rejected on the same basis as claim 19. 

In considering claim 23, claim 23 contains no further limitations over claim 20, 
and is therefore rejected on the same basis as claim 20. 

Regarding claims 24-27, Carter fails to specifically recite content broadcast to 
said client is broadcast prior to being requested by a user or where received content 
was predicted to be of interest to a user. In a related art, Humphrey discloses predicting 
content of interest to a user (pg 2, ^ 24) and then sending the content predicted to be of 
interest prior to a client request (pg 2, ^ 25). It would have been obvious to one of 
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ordinary sl<ill in tlie art at tlie time of tlie invention to incorporate tlie content prediction 
and transmission system disclosed by Humplirey witliin Carter's system in order to 
relieve the network from transporting replicated data and redundant information 
(Humphrey pg 2, H 25). 

Claim 28 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Carter 
et al. (U.S. Patent Number 6,026,474; hereinafter Carter) and Mao el al. (U.S. Patent 
Number 6,886,178; hereinafter Mao). 

Regarding claim 28, Carter disclosed a method for storing digital content in a 
client-side cache, said method comprising the steps of: 

receiving content broadcast to a client (see Col 27, lines 65-66); 

storing said received content in said client-side cache (see Col 28, lines 7-10), 
wherein said client is a machine that serves one or more users on a local area network 
(see Col 28, lines 17-19) based on a user profile (e.g. migration controller manages the 
storage of content based on, inter alia, user data access patterns. Col 14, lines 40-46).; 

and making said content in said client-side cache available to other clients (see 
Col 28, line 17-19). 

Carter teaches a client-side caching system where clients share their respective 
caches with each other as discussed above. Carter further teaches remote client 
caches obtaining content broadcast from a given server (see Col 17, line 65 and Col 28, 
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lines 7-8). However, Carter fails to specifically recite client caches obtaining content 
over a wireless broadcast connection where the client is tuned to receive the content via 
digital television channel. Nonetheless, the feature of obtaining content for a cache over 
a wireless broadcast connection where the client is tuned to receive the content via 
digital television channel was well known in the art at the time of the invention, as 
evidenced by Mao. 

In a similar art, Mao discloses a broadcasting system (abstract) which uses a 
wireless broadcast connection (direct broadcast satellite) to broadcast data to multiple 
clients (e.g. set top boxes) (see Mao, Col 6, line 1 and lines 6-14). Mao further disclosed 
the client is tuned to receive the content through said wireless broadcast connection via 
a digital television channel (e.g. MPEG feed) (Mao, Col 5, lines 22-36) Thus, given the 
teaching of Mao, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
to design the Carter system with a satellite link broadcast system which provides clients 
with content, in order to design a more efficient system. The system is more efficient 
since it provides fast relief from redundant data transport, which reduces congestion. 

(10) Response to Argument 

Regarding claims 21-23, rejected under 35 U.S.C. §101 , Appellants argue that 
"computer readable code means is classified as functional descriptive material and that 
claims 21-23 are therefore directed to statutory subject matter" (Br. 8). However, the 
mere fact that computer readable code may be functional descriptive material is 
insufficient. While claims 21-23 are nominally directed to an "article of manufacture", the 
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body of the claim contains only "a computer readable medium" storing computer code. 
The specification clearly states that the term "computer readable medium" is intended to 
include a "transmission medium", such as a fiber-optic cable, or radio frequency 
channel (i.e., light pulses or electrical signals). These embodiments are non-statutory, 
since they do not fall within any of the four statutory categories, including 
"manufactures". See In re Nuijten, 500 F.3d 1346, 1357 (Fed. Cir. 2007). 

Accordingly, since the claims are not limited to statutory embodiments they are 
non-statutory. 

Regarding claims 1, 9, 15, 18-23 and 28, rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a), all 
of which claims are independent. Appellants argue these claims collectively and have 
presented no separate arguments to dependent claims 2-8, 10-13, 16, 17, 24 and 26. 
Dependent claims 25 and 27, argued separately, are addressed below. 

Appellants argue that the combination of Carter and Humphrey "does not 
disclose or suggest storing content based on a user profile" (Br. 9), and present two 
principal arguments related to this point. The Examiner will address claim 1 as 
representative of all claims encompassed by this rejection. 

Appellants argue a) that "Carter does not disclose or suggest that the data 
access patterns are lists or that the access patterns indicate a degree of interest of the 
user" (Br. 9). 
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Regarding argument a), it sliould be noted tliat tlie present claims contain no 
language requiring the presence of a list or anything to "indicate a degree of interest of 
a user". Appellants cite to a report by a third party, Lalmas et al. (Br. 8-9) in an apparent 
attempt to define the term "user profile". However, the Lalmas et al. report was not of 
record before the Examiner and has not been incorporated by reference into the present 
application. Therefore, its relevance appears to be minimal, at best. 

Furthermore, the specification clearly states "for example, the user profile 260 
might provide a list of the users most popular sites" (emphasis added)(Br. 8; p. 6, 1. 10 
of Spec, as amended on 1/17/2006). Therefore, it is clear that the term "user profile" 
has not been defined by the specification or the claims. Therefore, it must be given its 
broadest reasonable interpretation consistent with the specification. In this case. Carter 
teaches that the received content is stored in a cache based on various factors, 
including data access patterns such as data that has been "recently accessed" (col. 14, 
II. 34-44; col. 27, II. 17-19). These "data access patterns" are analogous to user profiles 
since they reflect the patterns (frequency, how recently, etc) with which particular users 
access potions of the addressable memory space. 

Appellants argue b) that "Carter does not disclose or suggest that the data 
access patterns indicate the access patterns of a single user and, thus, cannot provide 
a profile of a user" (Br. 9). 
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Regarding argument b), the Examiner respectfully disagrees, since the data 
access patterns taught by Carter do indicate access patterns of a single user. Carter 
teaches that each user has a separate cache (each terminal has a local storage device 
that stores recently accessed web pages)(col. 27, II. 14-21), and that each user shares 
their local cache with the other users in the group (col. 27, II. 38-39). 

The plurality of individual caches allows each user's data access patterns to be 
taken into account to ensure the best service for each user. For example, when one 
user requests a web pages, it will be stored in its local cache (col. 28, II. 18-22) and a 
cache file will be created in the distributed system, giving other users access to the 
same file (col. 28, II. 21-22). Then, the second user may access the page without 
requiring the Web server to retransmit it (col. 28, II. 27-34). Since the pages are stored 
when requested by a particular user, the data access patterns of particular users are 
taken into account, and the cache storage is based on a "profile" of the user's data 
access patterns. 

Furthermore, since Carter teaches that each node has a separate cache (col. 27, 
II. 14-21) and that the migration controller moves data, based on data access patterns, 
to "nodes from which it is commonly accessed", it is clear that the movement occurs 
based on how commonly a particular user/node accesses the data. 

Carter's entire system is based on the sharing of information from a plurality of 
local caches, each local cache being filled based on the access patterns of the user 
associated with that cache. As discussed above. Appellants have failed to provide a 
limiting definition of the term "user profile", and information representing the data access 
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patterns of a particular user falls well within the broadest reasonable interpretation of 
that term. 

Regarding dependent claims 25 and 27, Appellants argue that Humphrey fails 
to disclose or suggest determining what information is "predicted to be of interest to a 
user" (Br. 10). The Examiner respectfully disagrees. As admitted by Appellants, 
Humphrey teaches to "determine what information is of global interest to the Internet 
community" (1124). It is respectfully submitted that information determined to be "of 
global interest" is information that is predicted to be of interest to each user that the 
information is sent to. Humphrey does not know whether the information will be of 
interest to each and every user, but predicts that it will be of interest because it is of 
interest to a large number of other users. 

In summary. Appellants arguments with respect to the rejection under 35 U.S.C. 
§1 03(a) essentially rely on a definition of "user profile" that is not present in the 
specification or the claims, appearing only in a third party publication, not of record, and 
not incorporated by reference into the specification. The broadest reasonable 
interpretation of the term "user profile", consistent with the specification, is very broad, 
since a user profile can accurately describe almost any type of information about a user. 
In this case, the data access patterns taught by Carter fall well within the broadest 
reasonable interpretation of that term. 
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(11) Related Proceeding(s) Appendix 

No decision rendered by a court or tlie Board is identified by tlie examiner in tlie 
Related Appeals and Interferences section of this examiner's answer. 

For the above reasons, it is believed that the rejections should be sustained. 
Respectfully submitted, 
/Aaron Strange/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2153 
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